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Official transcript of the International 
liilitary Tribunal in the matter of The 

Unitec States of America, the French Republic, 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain апа North- 
ern Ireland, anc the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics against Hermann Wilhelm Goering et 
al, Defendants, sittinr at Nurnberg, Germany, 


on 20 March 1946, 1025 to 1300 hours, Lord 
Justice Lawrence presiding. 
iR. JUSTICE JACKSON: If the Tribunal please, the last question which I 

asked last nicht referring to mobilization preparations in the Rhineland, as 
shown in the official transcript, was this, "But of a character which had to 
be kept entirely secret from foreign powers?" The answer was, "I do not believe 
I can recall the publication of the preparations of the United States for mobil- 
ization," 

Now, representing the United States of Алог1са, I am confronted with 
these choices == to ignore that remark anc to allow it to stand for people who 
Co not understand our system, ‹ › develop at considerable expense of time, its 
falsity, or to answer it in rebutt^l, The difficulty arises from this, Your 
Honor, that if the witness 1 permi < to volunteer statements in cross-examinan 
tion there is no opportunity to make objection until they are placed on the 
recorde Of course, if such an answer had been indicated by a question of 
Counsel, as I respectfully submit would be the orderly procedure, there would 
have been objection; the Tribunal would have been in a position to discharge 
its Cuty under the Charter anc I would have been in a position to have shortened 
the case by not having that remark placed, 

The Charter in Article 18 provides that the Tribunal shall rule out 
irrelevant issues of any kinc whatsoever, We are confronted with that question; 
we cannot discharge those cuties if the Defendant is to volunteer these state- 
ments without questions which bring then before then, I respectfully submit 


that if the rulinc of the Tribunal that the Defencant may volunteer answers of 


this kind is to prevail, the control of these proceedings is put in the hands 


of this Defendant and the United States has been substantially denied its richt 


of crosssexamination under the Charter, because crosS-exouination cannot be 
effective under this kind of procedure, Since we cannot anticipate, we cannot 
meet mm 

THE PRESIDENT: I quite arree with you that any reference to the United 


States! secrecy with reference to mobilization is entirely irrelevant, and that 
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the answer oucht not to have been mace, but the only rule which the Tribunal 
can lay сома semerally is the rule =- already laid com — that the witness must 
answer, if possible, yes or no, anc that he may make such explanations as may be 
necessary after answering questions directly in that way, anc that such explana- 
tions must be brief anc not be speeches, As for as this particular answer goes, 
I think it is entirely irrelevant. 

JUSTICE JACKSON; I must, of course, bow to the ruling of the Tribunal, 
but it is the second р I quite recall the admonition of the Court that there 
shall be answers yes о» This witness, of course, mace not the slightest 

say that I can't blame him; Не is pursuing his 
way of anticipating, anc here we are confronted with 
statement in the record, because when these statements are volunteered they 
the recorc before the ibunal can rule upon them and I have no oppor- 
Tribunal have no opportunity 
in the hands 


it up to us to i; 


in rebuttals and I think 


United States of America from the witness-stand 


United States that it is a proper answer, 
but it is i he reccr па we must сез] with i I respectfully submit that 
unless we 

THE PRESIDENT What objection are you making ге you asking the Tribunal 
strike the answer 
propag canda 
пасе, and 
Qinst the United 
that this witness be instructed 


answer my questions yes ‹ ( hey rmit an answer, and that 


SKS эй бант id ИУ — Ad AU ET MES арр 7905 a oe aaa 25 : 
the explanation be broucht o his Couns: а fashion that will permit 


to make objections if they are irrelevant and to obtain rulings of the Tribunal 
that the Tribunal con discharge its functions of rulin; out irrelevant issues 


statements of any кіпа whatsoever, We must not let the trial degenerate int. 
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a bickering contest between Counsel anc the witness. That is not what the United 
States expects, І respectfully suggest that if he сап draw any kind of chal 
lenge == 

THE PRESIDENT: Are you submittin;: to the Tribunal that the witness has 
got to answer every question yes or no сл wait until he is re-examined for the 
purpose of making any explanations at all? 

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: I think that is the rule of crosseexanination under 
orcinary circumstances, The witness, ii the question permits it, must answer, 
and that if there are relevant explanations they be reservod until later, 

Now let me come back to the specific problem I have richt here this 
morning, Here is an answer riven which the Tribunal now rules is irrelevant, 
But we have no opportunity to object to it, The Tribun^l had no opportunity to 
rule upon it. The witness asks, "Did you ever hear of the United States publish- 
ing its plan of mobilization?" of course, we would have objected, The aiffi- 


culty is that the Tribunal loses control of these proceedings if the Defendant 


of this kind, where we all know propaganda is one of the purposes of 


the Defencant, is permitted to put his propazanca in, and then we ask t 
it afterwards, I really feel thet the United States is deprived of the oppor- 
tunity of the right of cross-examination if this is the procedure, 

THE PRESIDENT: Surely it is making too much of а sentence of the witness's, 
whether the United States uskes its orders for mobilization publie or not, 
Surely that is not a matter of very grest importance, Every country keeps cer- 
tain things secret, Certainly it would be much wiser to ignore a statement of 
that sort. But ,as to the general rule, the Tribunal will now consicer the 
matter, І have slreacy laid down what I believe to be tho rule and I think with 
the assent of the Tribunal, but I will ascertain == 

ЫҢ, JUSTICE J4CKSON: Let me Say tiat I agree with Your Honor that as far 
ıs the United States is concerned we are not worried by anything the witness can 
say about it ==- anc we expected plenty, The point is, Do we answer these things 
or leave them, apart from the control of the trial? An? it Coes seem to me that 
this marks the beginning of this trialts getting out of hand, if I may sag зо, 
1Р ме Со not have control of this Situ:tion, I trust the Tribunal will pardon 


ny '"sstness in presenting this, I think it is a very vit-l thing, 
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THE PRESIDENT: I have never hear it su gcested that the Counsel for the 


tion have to answer every irrelevant observation made in crosseexamina-= 


Mite JUSTICE JACKSON: That would be true in а privato litigation, but I 
1 > 3 


trust the Court is not unaware that out side of this courtroom is a 


а great social 


question of the revivel of Nazism anc that one of the 


es 


es of the Defendant 


Goering == I think he would be the first to acmit —— is to revive anc. perpetuate 


t by propaganda from this trial, 
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THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Doctor Stahmer 


DR. STAEMER: І just wanted to explain the following: The accusat 


i 


been made ns if we intended to make propoganda here for Naziism 


other direction. I don't think this accusation is justifico 
believe that the defendant intended to make an accusation against the United 
States, I beleve we have to consider the question that was put to him, That 
is, it was pointec out to him by the Prosecution that this Cocument which Was 
submitted to him-wnas designated "secret." Then he stated hot he had never 
'eunent of thet kind would have bden made public in the 
United States, If ke would have just said any other nation, then this thing 
would have been considered harmless, 
In my opinion the answer was quite justified. 
piven the possibility not only to answer by yes or no, but to give reason 
for his answer, such as the Court has ruled. 
Мг. Justice Jackson, the Tribunal considers thot the rule 
down is the only possible rule and that the witness must be 
confined strictly to answering the question directly whore the question admits 
of а direct answer, лпа that he must not make his axcplanation before he gives 
direct answer, but after having given a direct answer to any question which 
direct answer, he may meke a short explanation, and that he is not 
to be confined simply to making the direct answer yes or not and leaving 
explanation until his counsel puts it to him in redirect examination 
As to this particular observation of the defendant, the defendan 
ought not to have referred to the Unit.d States, 1 it is a matter which I 
think you misht well ignore 
WR. JUSTICE JACKSON: I shall bow to the C UPSeo 
I wish to make a st: 1 about one of the documents, 
At the conclusion of the session yest галу ме were considering Document EC 405, 
The cefencant, Goerins challenged the use of a word which he said should have 
been translated "clearance!" rather than "liberation," Үе have since hac the 
translation checked anc find that the defendant is correct, This document was 
introduced under the number GB 160 on the 9th of January, at page 2396 of the 
Tribunalts records, and since it has already been received in evidence and it 
is before the Tribunal, we think it is incumbent upon the Prosecution to make 


that correction now for the record, 
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HE: Д; ANN GOERING, resur 16d 


POAN 


CROSS-EX.LINATION (CONTIN ШЕР) BY МН. JUSTICE JACKSON: 

Q You stated yesterday that th: minutes of the Reich Defense Counsel 
with which you were presented were not minutes of a meeting of the Reichs 
Defense Counsel as such? 


Yes, I have said that, 


Q And your testimony, notwiths:.anding that document, still 


^ 


it, that the Reichs Defense Couns 1l never met? 
2 


I said that also, yes, 
just come to our 
Defense Counsel, 
We haven!t hac it transl: еа; 
ur pre-zt : sllection of cocuments, 


一 


Doctor Stahuer have а copy in Englis! 
We haven't ven hac a chanc 
except that it is the minutes 
MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: 
are those not the minutes of the meeting of the Reichs 
Counsel held on the 23rd of June 19 


I have to read it first, 


Q .I call your attention to the fact that the chairman is 


$ 


я 


President General Fieldmarshal Goerin 
I have never disputed th: was never disputed, It was fixe 
by low, This ceals with the second 
Besides, I didn't tak 
the offices are listed and which represent tives took port, ond in my case it 
says "Minister President Fieldcmarshal Goering," and as participant for hin, 
"State Secretary Koerner and State Secretary Neuncnn.," But it 
have to read the document first in order to find out whether I took 
personally, 
Q Does it not say on page 1, cirectly under the place of meeting, "Chai: 


mans Minister President бовг1пс"? 


Yes, I have to read it first, 





suce | mm 


Q Do you deny the | i 
) Do you deny the authenticity of those minutes? 
I haven't read tirouch it yet 
су? J 3 
It seems to be an 2 utel 
$ to be an absolutely authentic copy of the minutos. I admit 
4 a4 ili, De ac 1 


th: £ m h y р Lr p H in i h C дес t n n t 3 JOD a 5 
. nut пеге ‹ гс We : 2 (ea 1 3 wi Q le i s 2 1 | 
上 á di Id. 203 ouvi es expressed 


myself in inswer»ri S 
: 54 ring my c unsel ‚г the Reic 7 
» of the Reichs Defense Counsel but с 1агсег 


meeting in which many othe ‘ici 
| Пп walch many other officials participated, and the second il af 
bea, anc: the second council after 


] 328 t ha а 1 ec з t 21 ман го ^ 1 st у ^ t ^ c whi at »(! 
d "2 ae зесопс od sve < Qa x ) е sec с 
Rei h ru 1C, ung 5 Council, ni ecr e one h 
с + G Vil 3 WILLCI UCU 


from 1933 to 1938, 
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Q Та other words, in interpretiny your tostincny, we must uncer- 
stand thet when you say there was mecting cf the Reich Defense Ccuncil, 
nly mean that there were no meetin. s in which n ther vecple were 
present? 
№, that is not corrects. There were two Reich Defense Laws con= 
corning Reich Defense Ccuncils, which I tried to explain in my st»te- 
The secret спе, which had n t been publicized, of 1933 tco 1938, 
Reich Defense Council which later was creatcd in 1938 апа was 


int’ thc “inisterial Council in 1939, an^ thet one held 


the number of its 


Then уси say that this was nct the Defense C uncil that met unter 


an of secrecy? 

4 The Frosecution woule like thet І first give an answer with Yes 
It is hard tc answer this questi n with Yes cr М I assert that 
€t defense council, which had not been publicized 

8, never met. After 
At that time it 


This first 


Will you refer t I-ze 19 of this locument, please, and tell me 
пе -f the very things that this meeting concerned itself with 
t th liftin: f the secrecy ban frc the Reich Defense Law? 
s that is mt the way it reals here. If I may translate it, 
st point of the discussion == c sequences resulting from the 
liting of the secret protection .f the Reich Defens Law, protection 


па measures to facilitate th 


taken carg ; he nsequences resulting from the lifting 


оф the seerecy сап, 


W 


4 Y u have state. that the sh question 


1, Some 


vernment were m re radical then уч, and would y 


D 


-- at first generally wien we tock ver the , verninent, 


as in the beginning $ remove them i| political » sitions 
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questi n ws 


radical towa 
ers Si № were more racical than you 


the questi-n t 


wherein 


course, 


radieal direction Ic 


} Lo 
Th ^ em зип 
Che LOE y M cul N | { n any Ulli ll; 


right in part. The eliminati 
yecause there continually 


he 
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als: armament industries, still uncer Jewish directors ог with Jewish 


shareholcers, and that caused serious disturbances ab-ut the industries. 


3 Now, cà I understand that you want the Tribunal to believe that 
А11 you were concerned abcut was the vig Jewish enterprises? That is the 
way you want to be understood? 
à I was not af first “isturbed by the small Stores, 
Q When cid you become ^istmrbed with the small stores? 
4 When trace ha? to be limited, then it was pointed out that this 
could be cone first by closing the Jewish stores. 
4 Now, let us go through the public acts which you performed on 
the Jewish question. First, di? you proclaim the Nurnberg laws? 
i hs fresicent of the Reichstag, yes, І have alrcaty stated that. 
Q What date was that? 
1935, I believe, in Nurnberg in September, 
% That was the beginning of the legal measures taken s:ainst the JEWS, 
was it not? 
That was 
Q That was tne first of the lezal measures taken by your government 
against the Jews, was it not? 
No, I believe that the elimination from various phases of civil 
employment was beforz, 
Q When was that? 


ot state the cxact cate, out I believe that happened in 


; Then on the first day of December 1936, you prom; 

making a death penalty for Germans to transfer property 
the property of a culprit to be forfeited to the state 
People's Court given Juris iction to prosecute, did you not? 

i That is correct, the act to protect foreign currencye That is to 
say, whoever without the permission of the -overnment established an 
account in a fereicn country without permission of the governmente 

4 Then, усаг third public act was tn 22 April 1939 when you published 
penalties for veiling the character of а Jewish enterprise within the Reich, 


was it not? 
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А Yes. 
Q Then on 28 July 1939, you, Hermann Goering, published certain pro- 
scriptions on the competence of the courts to handle those mattcrs by 
the deere:, cid you not? 
í Please, would you kindly read the law t» me? I co not know ite 
w Iwill not take time ading i Do you deny that you published 
Reichs.ezetz>latt Law, 1939, found on pace 1370, referrine to the com- 
petence of the ccurts to han le penalties araünst the law? If you cc not 
remember, say 8° 
Yes, I say that I can not remember the law. If it was in the 
Reichscesetzblatt and has my name un^cr it, then, of course, it is во, 
but I co nct remember the c ntents. 
Now, on 26 /pril 1938 you, uncer the Four Yoar Flan, published 
а decree provicing for the registration of Jewish property an? provided 
that Jews insics anc  uiside Germany must register their property, dic 
lo act remember it any more, but if you have the 


it is signe: by me, there can not be any ccubt, 


% On 26 i»ril 1938 у-и published a decree uncer the Four Year Plan, 


did you not, that all acts of disposal ‹ swish cnterprises required 
the permission of the authorities? 
remembere 

¢ Then you published on 12 November 1923 a decree also under the 
Four Yer Plin, imposing а finc of а billion marks for atonement on all 
Jews? 

4 I have alreacy explained t 

Sicned by me, пі I assumed 

+ Well I am askirs you if you cid nct sign that decree, І am going 
to ask you some further questions about it later. 
sE 
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a part of the instrument, 


"I charge you furthermore to send 


concerning, the oranizatic nal, factual and material measures 


TT 


The last that is contained in the instrument is: 


an over-all plan 


necessary for the 


the desired solution of the Jewish question," 


not a substantially accurate translation of your orcer to 


Himmler? 


То Heydrich and the other central offices which had anythin; to do or 


would have anythin: to 
letter, the last sentence, 

Let's have no misunderst^nci 
letter itself w of the security ; 


маг Еа EE TT ae} 
iD eoeniuenpcpr noycor 


y 


service 


That is correct, but 


бету 
Wie) 


rm 


ution c 


es 1 


h с 
ولات‎ the > 


Heydrich w: 


ad e + 
lu WaS sent 


Gruppenfuechrer H 


I have to explain that, 


about this trans] 


Theref 


irectly to 


о with it, That con be seen from the first port of the 


atio: 


that, ^re we not? 


lanation in connection with 


Himmler, respec- 
re, this was the 


mie con- 


о cooperate 


f the Jewish question 


cherheitspolizei, 
do with it, 


е == mentioning his ra 


a conmander of the 


army, then I write to the suprem Nnnaer of the army, ColoneleGenernl or 


Fieldmarshal Prauchitsch, 


That was his 


security police, SS 


penfuchrer Heycrich, 
However, that had nothin: to do with the 


" d- 5 me > D he 
mentioning of the 
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TT 


i racer you 
rts os to the 1938 rio nem, hadn!t 
AS far as the particip 1 of Heydrich wa 
the information about it at tl 


A 


NAG roceive 


апе Heycrich!s part in t 


Sc Y 


y » ^ 1 
necrne 


n 
12% time 


1 


aede 


w we wili show ус 


Was 


handed to the witness) 


i Heycrich whi 


ich 


we 
-3 


correct 


it recited to 
persons 


^17) 
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This is . note by my acjutant, that fron that side nothing would be 
і: ted out I am going to take care of it personally, because 
report I went str^i ht to the Fuchrer, 

All sight, Dic you receive 5 report from the chief Party adjutant ог 
the Ne i Porty, the 13th of February, 1939, of the Party proceed 
ings about these n^tters? 

That is correct。 Much later I received that report, 

Q „пс at the time rou ~, pointed == I withdraw the question; It is 
us from the Jales of the documents, You acknowlecged the receipt of that 
not, to Party member Buch? 
also correct 


An the only proceedings that were taken =bout these riots were pro- 


12S taken by the court of the 


Not quite; soni were Drou:ht before the court, Thot is in the report 


rt, wiich is document 3063-P3; It is 


A 


evidence, Since the rently hasn't been brourht here; I 





^^ MINI 
f 9 
I thought so, H0088 -0021 
No, because it has been submitted to me before, herce 
Q Yes, it has been kept from you, Now, in the first place, the Party 
court reported that it was probably understood == I quote == "by all of the 
Party leaders present, from oral instructions of the Rcich Propaganda 
Director, that the Party should not appear outwardly as thc originator of 
the demonstrations but in reality should organize and execute theme" Was 
that the report of the Party court? 
A The Party court, as a result of its investigation, established that 


^ 


the propaganda Chicf Goebbels has given these directives, May I ask, we are 


n 


dealing with a renort of tho days of March or maybe April? 


|" 


Q The 13th of February 1939 is tho date, 


1 


A Yes, that is correct; that is thc result of investigations after 


the incidents. 
That is right. Now, as a sult of the riots, did the court, the 
Party court not also report this to } "The Supreme Party Court has reserved 
for itsclf the investigation ti ig severe mistreatment and moral 
crimes and that it equest th: shrer t que. р odings against 
any persons that the Party 
hat is correcte 


4- 


ty court was made of Gouleite end group leaders of 


р 
Far 


say just how, without having the 
Porty court at th time just see the document, 


cntion to page 4, toward the bottom, where the report 


'roup leaders of the branches served as jurors at the 


course that the jurors of the Party Court 
ogories according to their importance, 
know which names were participating. 
Now, the Party court found five persons guilty of offenses. did they 
not? Number 1 was а moral crime and race violation by one of the 
of the Party and he Was expelled. Is that right? 


And turned over to the penal courte That is what it says in the 


6180 
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st scntcneo, 


That is right. Another Party membor, Number 2 сазе, was suspected 


violation and was expelled from the Nazi Party. 
For suspicion of race violation and turned over to the State Court. 


and number 2, Gustav, was expelled from the Party and SA Рог 


You have Number 
I have Number 2, Gustav, the first name 
Gustav is the first name -- Gcrstncr -- yos, for theft, also on 
suspicion of race violations turned over to the State Court, 
5 dealt with. expulsion of Party members on thc 


ال 


against a Jewess and they are now held in protectiv 


NSDAP, tak 


the civil courts later and to the penal courts. I 


sciplinary 


orders. 


which proceedings were 
го through thos 


pronounced for 
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І call your attention to this langunre in regard to casos 3 to 16. 
hich page, pleases 
Nine, I believe it ise The Supreme Party Court a the Fuchrer to 


Squash the proceedings in the State Criminal Courts. 


To squash them, to beat thom down, that docs not mean suppress. A 


penal procceding can be "nicderecshlagen" In German that is something 


differents It is not the some thing as suppress. 
Q Well, you give us your version of it and tell us what it ise What 
beating down a proceeding mean, does it mean that it has ended? 

That is what it means but it can only be ordered by an office which 
has authority to do i hat is to say, the Fuchrer can do that The 
Cabinet at any time со 
1 


proceeding 


juridical с: 


I did 
Let us find it and no ave any mistake abi aze I would 


think it would be at the тегу bottorn page ten, perhaps, where it starts. 


correct translation of it? 


convenient 
in evidi 


which 


have becn offered yesterday, and not 
strictly of: ed in evidence ud é today, and one other document the 


number 





: = vx Зиг om atte F 
JUSTICE JACKSON: I appreciate very much your calling my attention 


( A recess was taken until 1545 hours.) 
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DR. HORN (Counsel for the defendant Ribbentrop): 
Mr. Presidente o e е e e e 
INTERPRETER: І am sorry, but I'm not getting this at all. 
The interpreter is saying that she could not hear. 
Will you please repeat what you said, 
I ask you, your Honor, to permit the defendant von Ribben- 
trop to be absent from tomorrow's session, as there are many matters that 
I have to discuss with him, so that I may have my material ready, and I 
request your permissione 
PRESIDENT: рг, Horn, your suggestion аз I understand it, is that 
nt Ribbentrop should be absent from tomorrow morning's sitting 
you may consult with him in reference with the preparation 


Is that right? 


12$ course being 
taken provid: that vou make some arrangement whereby mot} defense counse 
court in you) sence from court if any estions arises 
1.1 


es not wish 


thins which 


you my assurance that I will 
not use an objection of that nature 
act in 
The Tribunal has no objection to your taking 
action, but of course you realize that the trial cannot be 
any delay which might be caused in the f by the fact that 
were not presente 
DR. HORM: Mr President, the purpose of my request is such that it 
will help me to avoid future delays, 
THE. PRESIDENT: Yes, I quite understand tha was only saying 
that in allowing you to do thi which is perfectly reasonable, the Tribunal 
is merely indicating they wil ot grant future delays which might occur. 


DR, HORN: І understand that and I wish to thank youe 


618 
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tako'all measures for the elimination of the Jew from German econony 
submit them to me as far as is necessary," 
That is 
portion, unless there is more that you 
wish to put in, anc come to this statements 
"Ihe Trustee of the State will estimate the value of the property and 


+ 


the Jew shall receive, Naturally, this amount is to 


ate oye Sap < 1 CM- „ 5 ү е 4. } La. im Be 
ntative cf the State shall then turn the 


оп proprietor, that is, the property shall be 
і і 2 » È x и 


of compenszti 
little chauffeurs of Gouleiters ha profite much by these transaction: 


they have now about half а million, u entlemen know it. Is that correct 91 


And they assented, 


hesit: te 


Fuehrer within two 


aryanization, 
I will quote another portion; 
"In other words, an 
one merchant sellinz, the 
members anon; the contenders hey are be З that is, if th AVE 
the sane qualifications, First shall come the one wh as had the most damages 
secondly, selection shoul! be accordia: 


I skip a line or two; 





Party member should have a chance to buy the store for as cheap 


ossible. Іп such : M State will not receive the full price, 
the amount the Jew received," 
Is that correct? 


moment y 


Dapterp p 7 
а rarity mem 


is correct 


suspended 


de aay ' “« 
ое turnea over 


Now, I call your attention to the ра ah second fron that, starting, 


the larger factories," 


ИИ 


– 0031 
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THE PRESIDENT: Just a minute, Ме. Jackson, the Russian translation 
is not coming throuch, A11 right, ро on, 
HY МЕ, JACKSON? 
Q Dealing with tho larger factcrics, an 
Solution is very simplo, that tho fa рогу can be compi 
manner as in the solo of sto 


3 


we shall četerminc, and the trustees shall take over 
his shares, which in t may be sold cr transferred to the 


will then dispo f then to the Reich? 


means any or no has any intov’est in the fa 


ej 


receive reparation, which vill bo ceteriinad by us, and 
anc. the reparation will be turned over to tic 
not? 
А Truc, bo the State trustces. 


1 


The Jows reecived credi 


to be handled through 


а representative 


п behalf of the Forcign Minister, is that righs? 


TAE "m "ym SPEC HRS murs NS 
Ac minutos, I may havo thom, Yos, 


o 


I found tie place where Hoycrich is montionec for tho first tirc. 


1 


Q You inquire? how many synarocues wore actually burned, an 
^74 А 1 5 5 о д = 
\, "Altogether thoro were 101 зупаго; cestroyec by fire, 76 syra- 


cgues Cemolishec, and 7500 stores ruined in the Reich.'! Have I quoted 


that correctly? 


МР. Goebbels interposed, "I am of tho cpinion that it is 
ur chance to Cissolvins the synagogues, an’ thon you have а discussion 


about the cisss am tl rogue did you not? 


ИИ 





4 


on. IT 


Threuch Dr, Goebbels yc 1 the explanation 


question of Jows travclline 


And lot n › if I quote the dialogue between 


СИС: 
correctly on that subject. That Dr, ‹ 


that Jows | be eliminate? from all positions in public life in 


may provo to be provocative. It tLLL possible today that 


martmont in a sleeping car with a 


++ la m ^ 小 5 P } - ` ma : 
TV : ions 11 Unc senar? 1 I ben 


be available. In casas where 


路 $ *‏ ,1 مل 
опао rli‏ 


Mor b 1 T Te ^ А ay A — 1. 
AL VE the "NS Mie C ^ d CIN 1 art! 


„4 


noicno 


in the toilet all tho мау, 


Yos. | с Decone а little nervous who ols ha 


ras 


ortant matters that were broucht J orward in certain particula 


out по Cecrees, 


Me prosecution to present it 


WAS a у lively scssion, in which Goobbols 





20 


M 


LUCA ‘ А ee 
say in in а racical criminal зссро, 


È 2 


Thon Goobbols would bo 


Jews should stand in the ec YriCoPs, 


Sit in the tail 


pictured that way, І said that 


Special compartment, and when Goebbels still was nct 


2 further explanation in etail, I finally told hi 


2 


require for sono ono to sit in the toil- ©з. 1 hat 
1 th. Llet, but that 


v in the toilet, and Se utterances had 


Tanya 4 " fna 1. > 
own te where Goebbels brings up the su 


^J 


ИИ 
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Just a moment, pleased Yess It became a state whore Gocbbels 
wisaied a deerce which would prevent Jews to E^ to German Recreational 


V 


ventres} nnd I answercd th^t ablishe of their owm for them," 
and the. he said; "It would hare to be considered whether wc sh-ula turn a 


few German resorts over to them, to Г their own, but not the finest 


and the best; and we can not злу that for the Jews for their recreation 
з J 5 


also to put resorts at their disposal," and it was t^ be considered, if 


possible, to prohibit Јоу: fron entering German Forcsts, because many Jews 
were taking walks in the Grunewald in Berlin, and that was not a Provocation. 
several others intern>sed, and т rather drastically answered, 


would be hetter to put a certain pa 1 forest at the disposal of the 


forest, "and I made the 


u did state, "We will 
shall take care 
== the Elk has 


it what you 


‘rd from the Insurance 


you made a statement to м Hilg when he appecaredunTIhe 
our case, cause of the justific Е Jf the pesple against 
the Reich has suffered - certain f damage: indows were 
Сз were damarcr mci people hurt; syna 
I suppose that Jews, many 22 are also insured against dama: 
by public disor г. Hilgard; Yo Goering if that is so the following 


Sicuatio-n aris The neon in their justificd mercer meant to harm the 
6194 - 





hese Germa ance compan’ 
hese Go 


resulting 
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20 March-M-DVR-10-1 
Yes, those are the particulars, 

Q ind Hilgard said: "Мау I craw your attention to the following 
facts: Glass for the shop windows is not being manufactured by the 
Bohemian but by the Belgian glass industry. In my estimation the approximate 
money value to which these damages amount is six million. That includes 
the broken glass, glass which we shall have to replace mainly to ..ryans 
because they have insurance policies," 

THE FRESIDENT: Мг. Justice Jackson, before you pass from that pase, 
in the third paragraph, just for the sake ofaccuracy, it appears that the 
name "Мг. Hilgard is wrongly placed, does it not, because he both seens 
to put the question and answer it. 

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: Well, I think that is -- 

TEE FRESIDENT: Probably the defendant Goering put the question. It 

the third paragraph on 


MR. JUSTICE JACK 


THE FRESIDEN 
MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: But it is correct as your Hono 
I wish to point ovt that preceding this 
ace, as Goebbels said, is involved, the Jews must take care of 
and I said, "It is not possible, we have по raw material, it 
foreign glass. That will require foreign currency this is 


important problem." Then come the discussions just mentioned. 


Yes, and Hilgard pointed out that -- "Incidentally the anount 
of damage equals about half of a whole year's production f the Belgian 
glass industry. We believe that half а усаг will be necessary for the 
manufacturers to deliver the #125850! 


Do you recall that? 


Well, passing down, you come to a point at which Hilgard tells 
you about a store on Unter-den-Linden that was a subject of attack. Do 
you find that? 

He said,."The largest cases which we have is the case Markgraf 


Unter-den-Linden," Is that the case you mean? 
2 6196 = 
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Mar сћ-М-ри8-10-2 


That is richte 


one million seven 


Is that right? 


and Heycrich, you will have to get me this 
jewelry through raids stared on : smendous scale." Is that the order 
you gave? 
Yes, of course, that the stolen goods would be-brought back. 
Brought back to you, brought back not to the Jews, 
Not to me personally, I be our pardone 


== you didn't 


at this 


Heydrich put it, is 


throuch raids, to bring back these 
business was dryanized the 
store went over to the new 
who did the 


3 


already one hundred 


partly thrown into 
happenéd with the furriers. 
example, in Frilderichstrasse, there the crowd was naturally rushing 
to pick up minks, skunks and so forth, It will be very difficult to 
recover that, Even the children have filled their pockets just for fun. 
ted that the Hitler Youth is n ) be employed and to partici- 


3 


the Party's consent. Such things are very 





TRITT 


farch<M-DMR-10-3 

It says th^t, уез» 

And Daluese then suzgestss: 
to the effect thatthe police will immediately receive a report in 
the neighbor's wife, everybody knows his ncirhb 
or in case somebody appears wearing 


like the Party to support this, 


absolutely correct. 
objectedto your plan of relieving the insurance com 


1 


the claims, did 
thet is right 2150. 
4nd he gave these reason 
"Hilcards f nay give reasc or thi equest, I would like 
ut to a large 
have a very zcod 


the interests of 


to make sure that 


contract, 


insurances 


reply I am concerned 
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n exchange point, 
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contributed t he discuss LC , 
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Official transcript of the International 

Military Tribunal in the matter of the 

United States of i 
the Unit 


1 
ew ъ 
al ) Йн 


$ Sccialist Rep 
Hermann | zorin, 
sittin: at Nurnber 
on 20 March 1946, 1100 to 1700 
Lord Justice Lawrence presicins. 
dant Hess): 
128 expressed his wish to be excused at 
reason that he wants to prepare himself 
being called as a witness, which will occur during 


oelicve thet this will cause а delay in the 


he exhibit, 05-261, 


vere Speaking of 


PAYS үм m e MM 
Vo passe i alrea „у 


I call your attention to your state- 


ү n ! vt 


If the jewels may 


roturned 


$ ~ б 1 ~ 了 А he г As - ^ + nz 
Sis of the laws he was compensated 


Now, there was a representative of Austria present at this meeting, 
not? 


Yos 





mE ЇЇ 
MareoeOa-Dic-l1l- H0088 — 0044 


rou to turn to his statement іп reference to conditions 


so farther one 


and I ask you whether he did not report to your meeting as follows: 
"Your Excellency, in this matter we have alrcacy a very complete 
plan for Austria, There are 12,000 Jewish artisans and 5,000 Jewish retail 


1 
е - 


shops in Vienna. Before the national revolution we had already а definite 


for tradesmen, regarding this total of 17,000 stores. Of the shops 


artisans, shout 10,000 were to be closed definitely" - = - 


interpreter 


u find it? 


artisans, 


it with all competent 


- - 
| 


hall receive the 


tor the limitation 


of the retail tr: 


connection with the Jewish question would 
have required a limitation in numberse be seen from the minutes. 


егу well, let us po on a little further. Do inform 


con- 


^e 
T 


weak 
Loe 


п question, a reduc- 
been taken care of 
followin; sentence оу МГ. Fischboeck 
that they asked fg law which should authorize them 


without connection with the Jewish question to withcraw licenses, 


6203 
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20 March-A-DVR-11-3 


уз 


That would be а short low. Whereupon I answered, "The аестее may 5e 


issue? today," 
Now, if you will -- 
n 


Апо that now, of course, in the first line, Jewish stores would 


е eliminstod. That I said in the beginnin;. 
go on down two paragrapi this was reported: 
Lieve that fewer than 100 stores would be left am 


d all the Jewisheowned busi- 


as such in the eyes of publice 


J 


ason for that mecting. 





nmm 


up in Vienna, 
Christmas or by the епс of the year," 
"Funk: 


atin: thot, 





EOE EULALIA 
ciiin ieri H0088 — 0047 


You turned Funk!s suggestion .down thet the Jews bo allowed to keep 


Obligations I put in the place of bonds, 


Q Well, wc will pass several more jages of debate, unless there is 
Something you want to call attention to, and I come to the point where Heycrich 
is stating his position, I call your attention to this dialogues 
"Heydrich; At least 45,000 Jews were made to leave the country by 
legal measures," 
"Goering" == 
manent, please, I find it пом. 
least 45,000 Jews were made to leave the country by lezal me 
How was this possible?" and then Heydrich tells you that "throuch the Jewi 
societies we extracted certain amount of money from the rich Jews who we 
to emigrate, By paying this amount and an additional sum in foroicn currency 
they made : ossible for a nuuber of poor Jews to leave, The problem wasn!t 
to make the rich Jew leave but to деф rid of the ish mob," 


that correct? 


ment, please, І dontt find it here yet, but generally that is 


on a little further, Heydrich is making suggestions and says, 
solation, I would | to make а few proposals regarding police 
measures, which are important a beca heir psychological effect on 
public opinion, 
"For example, who is Jewish accoraini to the Nurnberg laws shall 
have to wear a certain insignia, That is а possibility which will facilitate 
mony other things. І don't see any danger of excuses, and it will make our 
relationship with the foreign Jews easier," 
"Goering: <A uniform?" 
"Heydrich: signi: This way we could put an спа to it that foreign 


Jews who con't look cifferent from ours are beins 


б Е а d 1 L^ 
"Goering: But my dear Heydrich, you won't be a 


> 


of ghettos on a very large scale in 211 the cities, 


to be created," 
Is that what 


6206 
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At that time the problem was to get the Jews together 


in certain parts anc sion; certain streets in the town, because on the basis 


of the tenant regulations it wasn't possible, anc on that basis, if they would 
have insignias cach individual Jew would have been protected, 

further in the discussion, I call your attention te this 
warning from Heydrich about the measures whith hod been Ciscusseds 

"Goerin Once we woul) have a ghetto we woulc find out what stores 

ought to be in there anc we would be able to Ky, 'You, Јом so aac зо, to- 
ether with so and so, shall take care of the delivery of goods,! апа а Germa 
wholesale firm will be ordered to deliver the | oocs for this 
The store would then not be a retail shop but а cooperative 
tive one for Jews, 


я ` м4 7 (tre qe 1+ 1 
м measures will суе thu Лу lea i 


1 ó Р, S P pr^ ye, 3144441 
shouldn't w ins to]! ULEC 


tion of the 


rough as outlined 


. that Funk also remarked at this point that "Jews 
will have to move quite close to-othcr ne will have to stand up fo 


Ц 


the next fellow The incdividusl alor ҮЛ. 


Sur 


part of these minutes you will find very 


starve anc ther 


abominal 


billion, That 





20-orch-A-i0-12-4, 
murder, Incicentally, I would like to say again that I wouldn't like t 
Jew in Germany," 
That was correct, yes, 
Were you joking about that too? 
І have toll you exactly how it came to the fine of one billion. 
You have pointed out that the chauffuers of gauleiters must be stop 


gettin; anything out of the aryanization of the Jewish property, right? 


We will now take up the subject of ert, 
I call your attention to Docuaent l4leP3, U.S.A, 308, 
orcer establishing priorities on the claim for Jewish art property, 


recall that? 


been submitted sever^l times 1 ave spoken about it in 


it not? 
uncerlinec that, 

5 reference is rade i bject: 15% are suited to be 
the Frenc ch museums, which w DE tioned off, and the profit from 
auction will be given to the French state for the benefit of those bereaved 

That, I understand, you have never done? 
. that $ had ever been done, 
that decree, 
over has been done, 

neermed, I cannot say, І can only refer 
to the plans which can be seen in рагостарь 2, the things that I pointed out, 
and as I have said the other cay that this amount was kept in readiness and tha 
I always asked on which account it shovld be deposited, and I had estimates 

iie of each individual art object, of all those which should go into the col- 


lection which I desire to establis., 


ЇЇ! 
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үл 1€ T © 


In my 


In wha 


which ‘acc 


I could 


out where 


all the 


you know 


or 


Turner? 


12 


т и 


han) 
оапк 


5 de h me "irt iccount™. 


bank? 


not say that for sure пом. There were several banks in 


еге kept. In which bank that account "art Account" was 
I would have to hav 


ve the documentary material for that he 


several interrogation ju have never 


that fund is, have 


if you w 


funds, she coulc tell you quite 


› 


D 


er, lhl-r8, was carried 


iQ ers a 


bu Ti nto cte^ Элеу 
the Einsatzstab Rosen 


„Ти 


cat бет Уй 
U «new I 


1 WA y 
cL J 


y 


9 


u know a Dr, Во. 125? 


aJ 


?unjes, 2-u-n-j-e-s, 





wa 5 


J 


have you shown, 


4 


your recollection, Document 


of the Special 


^t the 


герс 


AP. 
venus: 


little time t connection in t 


r acdressed tc 


me call your attenticn to 


refresh your recoliecti.n: 


с 


7 


February 1911 


eichsmarshol, 


this letter 


3 


2% 1500 o'clock, The R 


Il 


with thate 


acministration | 


As | 


difficult t 


十 
У 


^ eco 


vnien опе 


a further 


ered to the 


nr 
c 


© 


ho 


sichsmar 


加 


- 0051 
he 


ap 


He 


ru 


shrer 


Rehr 


recall the 


ither written 


Joue ce 


Cer 


1, 
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General Hannesse, Мг. sngerer, 


anc 


D 


088 — 0052 


3 


Mr, Hofer, visited the 


of Jewish art treasures newly set up theres" 


| 


Yes, I hive stated before that at Joue de Pomme I selected the 


art treasures which were exhibited 


That's rights; now we are 


"Then, with myself as hi 


the exhibited art treasures and 


which were to go t Fuehrer 


own collection. 


"During this 


mace 2 


ana hh, t 
nd those 


there, that's richt, 
getting there, 
uide, the Reichsmarshal 


Selection of those works 


ri ^1 mm 
which were to 


confidential conversation, I again called 
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20 MarcheA-RT- 


7 


18-1 


the Roichsmarshal's attention to the 
received from the French zovernment 
Rosenberg, with roference + 


Germany at the armistice of 


Stuelpnazel's interpretation of the 


a Фф. 


are to be treated was 


art treasures 


int 


" Thereupon, 


erpretatirne the 


explanation and rave 


"First, my orders are dcoisivc 


т 


the art objects collected 


Rai 


to a special train immediately 


Reichsmarshal.e 


loadedinto two railroad 


3 


Reichsmar 


beginning 


different opinion 
military commander 


2B, 


056 


я Жл 
sor t 


Reichsmarshal promis 


sys ГЕИ 
i fil itary Aam 


n 


February 
Jewish art treasures." 
Now, does that refresh your ree 
It is not at all 


the art treasures with excent 


~ 3 
5 18 


expressed the fact that 


леге, 


s¢ 


highest jurist in the State becau 


e 


an expression which Мг. Bunjes used, 


ach expression which anyone 


having any possibility of 


the Hague Rules 


2454 


which are 


train, ond uoon his departurc 


wor 


send from his hendquarters by cour 


itten order for the transfer t^ Germany of 


in contradicti 


may have 


correcting 


nmm 


> fact that a note of protest had been 


against the activity of the Einsatzstab 


on Land Woarefare rc 


piegne, and I pointed ^ut that Gone 


a 


manner in which the corfis 


ont 
apparently contrary to the Reichs 


Reichsmarshal s 


taken Germany orders of the 


^ 


into the Fuchror'!s 


Reichsmarshal claims for himself 


n 


Which 


al 


for G at the 


srmany, 


Fcldfuchrsr von Behr 


on the trip to Berlin. 


jurists would probably 


be 
would mos 


ichsmarshal answered, saying verbatim 


ry I am the highest jurist 


er to 


lu 
ii 


nistrative District on sdas 


ur S 


the 


llection? 


n iid with respect 


sion of which 


it alleres that I said was the 


Га. 
i» d 


thet, thank God, I was not, That is 


amd I cannot be held rc nsble for 


8D 


mado to s ut my 


omebody else with 


Е) 


it. est, however, is according 


6212 





ПИ 


farch-A-RT-13-2 


to the cxplanation which I gave the other алу, 


Now, the art then was loadcd in the cars 


In part, yese 
Q I now call your attention to, and ask to have you shown, Document 
104-Р5. 054-784. Now, I ask you to refresh your recollection by following 
this report to the Раергог with me, anc tell me if this cónf^rms with 
your testimony: 
"I report the arrival"-- 
А (Interposine) I would like to point out that this revort did not 
come from mc, 
I understand that, am c g if it is richt or wront, 
"I report the arrival of thc principal shipment of owmerless Jewish 
cultural property in the salvare locatio Neuschwanstein by s 
on Saturday the 15th of this month. It was secured by my Staff for Special 


ses, Einsatzstab, in Parise The special train, arranged 


smarshal He 


and ornaments. The shipment consisted 
collections of Rothschild, Seligman" -- and half a dozen others. 
Have you found that and is 
mhether this is correct I could not say because the report did not 

from mee The only thine thet I remember is that I had been asked by 
the Einsatzstab to take ; | to it that they should have sufficient 
special cars, box cars, in ordo ip the art treasures, since Joue de 
Pomme was not at all a safe place in сазе of bombing attacts, nor was 
Neuschwanstcin, south ^f Munich, and they were the objects which wont to the 
Fuehrer, 

should like, however, to emph-sixc t! ext sentence of this document, 
which was not written by me, and that соев a WS? 

The action of confiscation by my Einsatzsta which took 

of your order, my Fuchrer, started in October 1940 in Paris," 


That proves again ahat I have said in my previous statements. 


6213 
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2 March-A-RT-15-2 


to the explanation which I gave the other day. 


Now, the art then was loaded in the cars and shinned to Berlin, was 


In part, yes. 

I now call your attention to, and ask to have you shown, Document 
104-PS. USA-784, Now, I ask you to refresh your recollection by following 
this report to the Fuchrer with me, and tell me if this conforms with 
your testimony: 

"I report the arrival'"-- 

А  (Interposinc) I мула like to point out that this report 
come from me, 

0 I understand thate І am ask: g if it is rirht or Wonre 

"I report the arrival of the principal shipment 2f ownerless Jewish 
cultural property in the salvage location Neuschwanstein by special trein 
on Saturday the 15th of thi -v Was secured by my Sta Г Special 
Purposes, Einsatzstab, in Pari; The special train, arranged for by Reich- 
smarshnl Hermann Goering, comprised 25 express barrage cars filled with the 
most valuable printings, furniture, Gobelins, works ог artistic craftsmanship 

ornaments. The sisted of the most important parts of the 
collections of Ro hild, Scligmon | dozen others, 
Hove you found that and is it correct? 

Ihether this is correct I could not злу because the rer 
come from тє, The nly thing that I remember is that I had be 
the Einsatzstab to take > vo sco to it that they should have sufficient 
Special cars, box cars, in dc > shir the art treasures, since Jou 
Pomme was not at all а ^ie place in case of bombin attacts, nor was 
Neuschwanstcin, south - unich, ^ hey wer ne objects which went to the 
Fuchrer, 

his document, 
not written by mo, 
The action of confiscation by my Eins b, which took place 
basis of your order, my Fuchrer, started in October 1940 in Paris," 


That proves again ahat I have said in my previous statements, 


6213 
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О And would you care to read further? 


You mean "Outside of this special train, already before the main art 


objects which the Reichsmarshal had selected, mainly from the collection of 
the Rothschilds, had been brought in two special cars to Munich апа were 
there put into the air raid shelter of the Fuehrer Building." Those were 
the ones that at first I had selected following the wish of the Fuchrer, the 
most precious objects which should have been sent to the air raid shelter, 
and they have nothing to do with mine, but I did not dispute the facte 

І haveexplained it in detail, 

О When you were examined by the American Foreign .issets Commission, 
you estimated your art objects as having a value at the time you turned them 
over to the government of fifty million reichsmark, as I recall ite 

That is not correct in this way. That commission wanted an estimate. 
There was a strong discussion going back and forth about it. I told that 
commission that I could not assess the value because I did not have the 
objects in front of me and no list; and I could not remember them well enough; 
furthermore, that it depended also on the market in general and in some 
cases there is the amateur value ar in other cases the trade Value。 Since 
I did not see the minutes and especially since in these minutes there were 
misunderstancings, I can only identify the protocols which I have Signed. 

Q Well, do you question this fact, hon I gave the news to the 
Minister of Finance I at that tino estimated the value at fifty million 
markse™ Did you say that or did you not? 

I cannot estimate the valuc, I only told the manner in which my 
collections, including my own, woul be turned over to the state, and since 
he knew my passion for co locting, I told him that it was quitc possblo that 
suddenly something would happen to me and that since I had put my entire 
privato property into these art coloctions, it could therefore be possible 
that on the basis of my disposition that the entire collection should become 
the property of the state, that my family would be deprived of everything 
and that he should take care to bring about a reasonable balance. That is 


to say to tho Finance 1їліѕфег, as to which he can testify. 
621), 
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20 Mar = Ae Н-Щ-2 088 -0057 
О That proportion of your art collection was acquired after 1933? 
I dic not understand the questione 
What proportion of your art collection was acquired after 1933? 
That I could not say in detail--quite a number of pictures and statues. 


Now ou have claimed that some part of your art collection you 
3 


Yes, of coursoe UVertainlye 
О Апа in connection with that some inquiry was made into your 
financial transactions, was thoro not? 


А I do not know, со not know who made such inquiries, 


Q Well, you were asked, were you not, about your receipt of RM 7,276, 00 


from tho Rezza Cigarette Factory? 

No, I was never asked about that, 

О You were never asked about it? 

А №, neither about that amount nor about the cigarette factory, 
anything about it. 

Q Let me refresh your recollection about that. Did you not toll them 
and did you not toll Colonel Amen in interrogations that this money was given 
to you by this cigarette factory and that their back taxes were cancelled? 

A No, І cenied that their back taxes were ever cancelled, I remember 
now that the question was put to me ina different connectione The cconomist 
brought up a part in the soecalled Adolph Hitler Fund, and the distribution 
of this mount was turned over to me for general cultural tasks, 

Q Now, you were interrogated on the 22nd day of December 1915 by the 
External Assets Branch of the United States Investigation of Cartels and 
External Asscts, were you not? 

May I at first say explicitly that I had been asked whether I would 
be ready to make any statements about it and was told that these statements 
have nothing at all to do with this trial and that therefore the presence 
of my defense counsel would not be necessarye That statement was made 
definitely and was repeated to me also by the people in charge of the prison, 
gnd before the interrogation it was again confirmed that my statements mado 


during it would not be brought in in connection with this trial. 
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It does notnako any difference to me аз mucho You may produce them, but 

Т want to say this on account of the method usode 
DR. SLE MER: tE against the use of these statements 

for the reason that has just n given by the witness, I myself 

sometime або--Т believe it was around Christmas--was asked by, I 

believe, the American Treasury whethor about questions of property 

they should hear the cefendant, with the definite remark that I did 

not have to be present at the interrogation because any statement 


' 


would not be brought up in connection with the trial and wuld not 
be used in the course of the trial. 
ИВ. JUSTICE JACKSON: І ал not able either tc affirm or 
deny, and therefore I will n: pursue this subjcct further at this 
I do not believe that any stipulation was made that these 
© not be gone into. І was not informed of it, and if there 
course, it would be absurd, 


about receiving some art í objects from Monte Casino 


e fact that an altar statue taken from the 


Casino abbey was brought and delivered to you and that you expressed great 


15 
appreciation for ite 
1 that I can clarify this affair also, After the monastery 
û by shelling and had been 
delegation arrived one day and brought 
'emale holy person, 
а last momento of this destroyed, monastery I thanked tho deleration and 
Statue to tho curator of my art collecti ani he also considered 
the statue entirely without value。 The box remained in the monastery» 


THE PRESIDENT: І do not think this is coming through sufficiently loud 


for the shorthand writer 
of the art tre: es from Мопс Casino, according to пу 


evacuated following my order. A large part, especially 


€ © 


to the abbey of the топаз%огу, маз sent to the 


ave to assume from the fact that the abbey of the monastery 
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sent me an? my division a personal letter of gratitude, written in Latin, 


iy 


for that action. 


as I romember, those cbjects from the museum in Naples 


which had been deposited thoro at tonte 


asino--a larzo part cf those was 


taken by us to Venice and there turned over to tho Italian government e 





Very few pictures апа 


were turned over to me. 
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had been a successe What do you say t> that? Did you say that? 


A І have said what I did in answering the question whether this 
папромег was successful. Manpower used was successful; that is correct, 
BY МК. JUSTICE JACKSON: 

Q Now, you were shown a document, 3700-PS, written by Schacht tc 
you, and you have said that you received it. 

A Yes, I remember. 

Q Now, you and Schacht were somewhat rivals in the economic field 

period, were you not? 

А I explained that the other day, yes; and I explained how far. 

Q You wanted his positicn z^slisheC in the event cf war and he 
wanted your position abolished in event of war, did he not -- your economic 
position. 

А Not quite. There were the same functions of authority at the 
same time == two different persons, and that in the lcng run was incompatible, 
it simply hac to be made clear which one of the two should have the aubhority, 
and especially in the case of a mobilization that would have been very urgent. 

Q You, in testifying on the 17th day of October last, as to your 
relations with Schacht, made this statement, dic you not, in reference to 
your disagreements with Schacht: This I must underlines Schacht always 
tried to slice out апа up and achieve yet а new position, whilst all the 
other ministers cooperated absolutely. Dic you say that? 

A Not exactly as it is there. І wanted to emphasize that, 
contrary to the other ministens who f llowed my directives for the Four Year 
Plane tc, without cifficulty, I had certain difficulties with Schacht, which 
I have explained already, on the basis of his being a very stroné personality. 

« The question was whether you mace that statement in substance 


р’ in those words? 


^ Not exactly in these words, but such as I have just explained, 


in substances, 
Q Now, do you have in mind Schacht's letter to you, 3700-PS? 


À Yes, I have read it here a short time ago, 
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Q And in that letter Schacht said this to you, did he nct, 
referring to 3700-FS? "It may be militarily песеззагу"-- Do you want to 
follow it? 

(A document was hanced te the witness). 

"It may be militarily necessary to conscript the 15-year olds, but 


it will be a heavy burden on the figiting morale of the German peoples The 


facts as the German people see them are as follows: 


"First, the original promise of a short war has not been fulfilled, 

"Second, the promised quick victory over En-lanc by the air fcrce 
did not materialize, е 

" Third, the public statement that Germany would remain free of enemy 
air raids has not been fulfilled, 

"Fourth, the repeated announezsents that the Russian resistance was 
definitely broken have been proved to be untrue. 

"Fifth, Allied supplies of arms to Russia, and the manpower 
reserves of Russia have, on the contrary, been sufficient to bring continuous 
heavy counteresttaeks avainst our Eastern Front, 

"Sixth, the original victori us advance int Egypt has been halted 
after repeated attempts, 

"Seventh, the landing of the Allies in North and West Africa, 
declared impossible, has, nevertheless, been accomplished, 

"Eivcth, the extremely large amount of shipping space which was 
required for this lancing has shown that cur Jeb ‘ts, in spite of their great 
Successes, cid not suffice t. prevent this moment. In acdition, any person 

f German extraction can see the reductions in the civilian supply, 
traffic, in armaments, and in the availability of manpower, 

"The conscription of the 15-year olds will increase the doubts 
concerning the termination of this war," 

Can you fix any more definitely than you have done the date when 
you received that letter? 

А I сап only say again and again that I can see here the 3nd of 


November, but the year is missing, ji C get а eopy where the уеэг 





ии IT 


could be seen I could answer it more clearly, I have said the other day 


that I assume, according to the events mentioned, that that must be either 
November 19h or November 1943, but, unfSrtunately, that is not іп gated 


here, I can only read Зга of November, The year is missing, 
y 
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Q Do you know when Schacht was sent to the concentration camp? Do 
you know the date of that? 

A Not exactly, but now that you remind me of that, I can sy that 
this letter certainly was not written in 194 because in November 19h, T 
believe Mr. Schacht was already in the concentration camp; consequently, 
this letter must date back to November 193. 

9 And he was sent to the concentration camp shortly after d&spatching 
that letter to you, wasn't he? 

А №, that is not correct, 

Q How much longer was he at large? 


А The letter is of the 3rd November 1943, as we have just found, I 


had heard about the arrest of Schacht after the attempt on the life of the 
Fuehrer and after my illness of a few days, after I returned, that is to say, 
in September 19. А connection between this letter and his arrest does not 
exist in the least because when I asked about his arrest, I was told defini tel; 
on the basis of connections with the 20th July 19, 

Q Did you make an agreement, as Supreme Commander of the Air Force, 
with the Reichsfuehrer SS, the Youth Fuehrer of the German Reich, and the 
Reichsminister for Occupied Eastern Territories, about the recruiting of 
youthful Russians, Ukrainians, White Russians, Lithuanians and Tartars between 
the ages of 15 and 20? Did you come to some agreement with Himmler and Rosenber 
about that? 

А Whether I personally may have concluded such an agreement, I don't 
think so, My office, however, that is quite possible and even probable that it 
did it, 


Q And you have testified yesterday or the day before -- I think Friday -- 


as follows: Let me refresh your recollection about the questions of confiscatic 


" Ne } AT 1 А 5 
Now, about the question of the confiscation of State property and it was only 


such property that was confiscated. As far as I know, yes, private property 


is mentioned in the official report; so far as the winter of 191 and 1942, 


there might have been in the matter of furs or perhaps fur boots and some 
soldiers took some of these smaller articles from the people, but on the 


whole there was no private property and as such could not be confiscated," 
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№ and I think you also said that you never took anything, down to the last screw 


20 Mar-A-FF-16-2, 
and bolt, when you were in occupation of foreign territory. Do you recall that 
testimony? 
Quite exactly. 
Q Do you still stand on it? 
Of course, 
Q Т ask to have you shown a document EC 317. Now, that is a secret 
command matter, is it not, dated the 7th of September 1913, fs that right? 
І have here a letter before me of the 21 February 191. 
Then you have thé wrong exhibit -- ЕС 317. Fage 3. 
Yes, indeed; page 3. 
Q This letter of transmittal we will not bother about. Your secret 
command matter is dated the 7 September 1943, is it not? 
That is correct. 


Q And it reads as follows: "Concerning the evacuation of the harvested 


crops and the destruction of the means of production in the agricultural and 


food economy in parts of the occupied territories; by diraction of the Fuehrer, 
I give the following order: 

"First, In the territories east of the line fixed by the highest military 
command, the following measures are to be taken gradually, according to the 
military situation at the time. The measures are to be determined by the О.В, 
(Oberbefehlshaber) of the army groups: 

"(1) All agricultural products, means of production, and machines of 
enterprises serving the agricultural and food economy are to be transported 
алтау,» 

"(2) The factories serving the food economy, both in the field of production 
and of processing, are to be destroyed, 

"(3) The basis of agricultural production, especially the records and 
establishments, storage plants, etc., of the organizations charged with seizing 
the food economy, are to be destroyed. 

"(4) The population engaged in the agricultural and food economy is to be 


transported into the territory west of the figed line," 
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Right? 


А Absolutely correct; but I want to state in connection with it, that 


we are dealing here with purely military measures in a retreat and for these 


four points, with respect to these four points, I have emphasized the other 
day that a great number of agricultural machines had been brought to Russia 
by us. after the Russians, when they retreated, destroyed everything, we had 
all the less military reason to leave our machines which we had brought there 
and established there and to let them fall into their hands not destroyed. 
This is an order of urgency and for military reasons which had been issued in 
the case of a retreat and which was executed in the same way as before in the 
reverse case, 

Q Апа it was signed by you? 

А Yes, it bears hy signature, this order, 

MR: JUSTICE JACKSON: I am about to go into a different subject, may it 
please your Eonor. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, we will adjourn now, 


( А recess was taken until 1525 honss;) 
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I will ask that the witnes. be shown а document, 3786-PS 


20 Marche4=-DIR-17=-1 


(0.5.2. 787) of which there are no extra copies available because it 
came to us so late. I will ask you t^ examine that anc tell me whether 
you recall the meeting to which those minutes refer? 

We are here apparently concerned with a report “ealing with a 
Situation whieh arose Jaily with the Fuehrer, perhaps спсе or twice а ‘ay. 
Since a situation occurred once or twice ally, I cannot, with any 
accuracy, make any statement withcut first having reac the reporte I 
cannot recall the report of 27 January 1945 for I experienced any number 
of these situations curing the courss of the war. 


Q I shall call ycur attention to specific incidents in it. The 
minutes incicate that the Fuehrer, y-ursolf, Keitel an? Јос1 were present, 
were they not? 

A Yes, it's according to the aotes, 

an? І will call your attention to page 31 anc ask you to follow 
with me the notes and see if it refreshes your recollection. Now, this 
relates to 10,000 imprisoned air force officers. I quote what is attributed 
to you, 

"Goering: Dear Chief, there are 10,000 imprisoned air force 
officers. The commancer of the replrcement army is in charge of guarding. 
The transportation forces are supposedly поп-ауа1 lable. 
expressed if one should not leave the prisoners to the Soviet Russian 
armies, they would receive 10,000 fliers. 

"The Fuehrers Why were the: not shippec away earlier. This is 
an unheard of neglect. 

"Goering: Tht is the business of the commander of the RTA. 


We have nothing to ^o with it. І cm nly report it, 


"The Fuehrers They must be removed and if they have to march 


in the dirt the Volkssturm Fegelein must be called in. Whoever tries 
to escape will be shote It must bo done by all 

"Goering: That is, from Sagan, there are 10,000 men, 

"Gluecke: When transferring, the lth Armored Division moveo out 
completely, also the 227th Divisi hy and also the remainder of the 32nd 


Division is now movinze. The next in line is HQ of the 3rd SS Fanzer Corps. 
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During the nicht, from today tc tomorrow, and from tomorrow to after 
tomorrow. The Division Niecerland his already pulled out. Parts of 
the Division Nordland have also been pulled out from the front lines, 
are you gettins replacements now? лге they already 

on the move? 

"Goering: Fegelein tack саге of thate He has already ordered 
that they should be roinforced, 

"The Fvehrcr: Is it absclutely cloar that the army group 
Weichsel has nothing, for the time being, except the Corps Machren, and 
the one group, and it is at the Riv. Wei < This is to be worked 
rebe It will come from here ana - Ptly from Germany, It must be done, 
nevertheless, 

0,000 men? 
зссогаіпс to German standards, 


then we need at least 20 frei:ht trains for 10,000 men. If we trensr 


|. 
і 


г 
4. 


them according to Russian standards, we need 5 or 3. 


and boots off so that they cannot 


J-u recall that incident? 
I believe thet I remember this incident but vaguely, after I 

have given the answer I would like t: qualify and give my opinion of the 
value cf this docume: I understood that this document just now irriveq, 
but I have already been interrogated with respect t» this cccument 

before the beginning of the proceed: rı and at that tim 
thet the stenorra Of 4% Situation -= two 

active апа the situ^ticn -ften took place over а } d of h or 5 hours 

ad to be worked over or gone over afterwarcs and thet frequently, because 
Г the presence cf many people, inaccuracies occurred in translations that 
expressions used by one were accredited to another in the minutese For 


that reason, at that time I mentioned the fact thet I not nly did not 


remember this expression, but that according to my conviction and view, 


I have never made this expression, е were c ncorned solely with the 


making ready of freicht trains for transporting. 


X 
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4 Well, I must say that you vere interrogated with reference to 
incident, but not with referenc- to these notes which were not trans- 
cribed, 
In respect to the writing down and this incident, it was 


emphasized that we were concerned with а stenotype record of this report 


and I already uttered my opinion at that time in a licht manner, but it 


was not submitted to mee But that, 2f course, is correct. 
Not stenotype, but stenocv^phic. 
You are also referred to pa; I call ycur attention to 
anc ask you, is it attributed to you mistakenly? 
"Goering: The 10,000 prisoners in Sagan should be transported 
away by Obergruppenfuehrer Juettner. Perhaps I do not pronounce the 
word as you would, 


一 


"The Fuenrer: These pris ners must be removed by all available 


mzanse 
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Volkstrun must be employed with the more energetic peoples. All who attempt 
to flee will be shots 

"Fegelein: We have a man for that who guards the concentration camp, 
This is Gruppenfuehrer Gluecks, He must do the jo." 

Did that ^ccur? 

А That I cannot saye I have already testified that BDE had to take 
over the transporting away of these prisoners. We were not concerned with 
it, ond what arguments or clarifications the other fentlemen made in the 
conversation I cannot testify completely at this point. We are concerned 
with the questi^n of whether these 10.000 men were to be surrendered or 
transported off, 

Q Iwill ask you а question or two about the Warsaw bombinge Was it 
known to you that on the 3rd of September, the house of the Ambassador of 
the United States, situated some 17 Kilometers out of Warsaw, was bombed 
by the German Air Force? 

А Мо, that is unknown to mee 

Q Your Air Force took a good many pictures of the Polish vilages and 
of Warsaw and used them for distribution among the German people, did'nt they? 

A That is possible, but I was not coneerned with the vilages, In any 
event, the Luftwaffe did not distribute pictures to the German people. It 
is possible thst pictures taken by the Luftwaffe might have gone into the 
German press, but distribution, in the sense of the Luftwaffe distributing 
photographs or forms of leaflets, that never tock place. 

Q The Luftwaffe did take the pictures for the purpose of determining 
the sfficiency of its hits, did it not? 

А The Luftwaffe took pictures before the target had been attached and 
af ter the target had been attached to determine whether the target had 


actually been hit. 
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Q I ask to have you shown five photographs and ask you if those are not 


20-Marcheá- MC-18-1 


photographs taken by the Luftwaffe, following the attack on Poland, 

(Witness shown photographs) 

To answer your first question, whether the pictures had actually been 
taken by the German Luftwaffe, I regret I cannot give you a positive answer for 
there are no surroundings shown anc there is no icentification that these were 
mace by the German Luftwaffe, Four out of the five pictures are oblique рїс- 
tures, as though tiiey hac been taken from a church steeple rather than from an 
airplane, from where only Cirect vertical pictures could be token, The picture 

Warsaw mi:ht be technically a vertical 
picture and mi;ht be possibly consicerec as such, The date is lacking and none 
of the pictures give any proof that they come from the Luftwaffe. And too, I 
woul’ like to mention, if they hac been taken by the Luftwaffe = I will assume 
that is so, so that all possible questions will be facilitated, 

Q You say you will assume they were taken by the Luftwaffe? 

ез, even though I doubt it, 

Q I io not want you to give away anythin; here, If you think they were 
not taken by the Luftwaffe I Jo not want you to acmit it, 
A I said there 15 no proof here as to that fact, I did not take the 
pictures, I co not know them, they were not submitted to me as Luftwaffe pic- 
tures ап! from the technical point of view if mace from а plane, they were made 
by а private camera in an oblique direction, True aerial pictures as they were 
mace technically by the Air Force were vertical pictures and these are not 
vertical pictures, 

Well, we will pass them then anc со to something else, 

Let us take up Docunent 638 PS (U.S.A. Exhibit 788) about which you 
have been interrogated and which, as I recall, you authenticated, 
(Witness. shoi:n Cocument ) 

This is the document which was signed by Dr. Jodl and I ask you to 


follow me, 


iv t С ' 
"From the Reichsmarshal!s plans of 24-9-42, 


^ 


"First; ‘The Reichsmarshal is looking for carin; fellows who Will be 


employed in the east as Soncerkommancos (special purpose) and who will be able 
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to carry out the task of creating Confusion behind the lines, They are to be 


20-~iiarch-A-kr-18-2 


-formed into bands wider leadership and with interpreters alloted to them. For 

this purpose the Reichsmarshal is consicering convicts who are first offenders, 
who have committed not particularly heinous offense, for which there is human 
understanlinge 

"The Reichsmersi:cl first of all mentioned persons convicted of poach- 

ing, Не knew, of course, that the Reichsfuehrer SS hac picked out the so-called 
poachers and they were already in his hands, He requests, l.owever, that the 
question be 1e-e:amixed, The only suitable men are those with a psssion for 
hunting, who have poached for love of the trophy, not men who have laic snares 
and twaps, The Re chsmarshal also mentioned fanatical members of smuggling 
gangs, whe take part in gunebsttles on the frontiers anc whose passion it is to 
outwit the customs at the risk of their own lives, but not mon who attempt to 
bring articles over the irontier ia an express train by sinilar means, 

"T he teichsmarshal leaves it to us to consider whether still another 

gory of convicts can be assigned to these bands or pursuit commands, 

"In the re;ions assirnec for their operations, these bands, whose first 
shoul. be to destr y the communications of the artisan groups, could murder, 
and ravish; in Ger.uany they would once a ain come under strict supervision, 

"(Signed зу) Dr. Jodl, 24-2-42." 

Do you wish to make an xplanation of that document to the Tribunal? 

Yes, with the sam: ex..^nation which I gave at that tiae, The first 

two paracraphs show definitely; :nd without objection that I w^ated only those 
people who hac committe: no offenses against honor but first of 211 poachers and 
we -if^ercnti-te between the poacher who has a passion for hunting anc whose who 
wish to steal solely, 

I cifferentictec auongst smugglers, between those who personally act 一 


who show а certain passion, and those who do it for less worthy cnuses, 


oe 


Thuse first two paracrap..s show that I cid not intend or wish to use 
criminals of any type олс that is why I contr^Ccicted the last paragraph in the 


Strongest language that I mi:;ht have those intentions. пе аго not here concerned 


with minutes bu; with notes cf an official with whom I talked, If he actualy 


heard these words from me he would have to attest to the correctness of these 
words an’. I underline this strongly as being my view. At that time Т mentioned 
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the eoncept of violation which I always punished with death even if members of 


hostile states were concerned and I denied anc refused that expression and I 

again point out that the main paragraphs are to the utmost а contradiction of 
the last remark because if it hac been a matter of indifference to me I could 
have selected criminals, Then, I expressed and established above, that their 
main task behind the lines was to be destruction activities, to disrupt corm 

cations or railways anc lastly, the whole thing never cic take place, 

Q You objected to the word "ravish" which had been translatec the first 
time "rape" and that is the only objection you made to this document when it was 
presente? to you, Is that not correct? 

№, it is not correct that мау. I say this because it is a most sige 
nificant concept which contradicts my opinion and view of risht for even after 


he taking over of power I hac a strenctheninr or a sharpening in this direction 


1 97/3 


and I wanted to show that this entire l-tter paragraph had not and could not have 
been uttered by me, I refuse to accept this statement, I gladly will take 
responsibility for even the most serious things which I have cone but this 


utterance I refuse to acknowledge and I reject it completely anc utterly, 


Q Who 1 e siz г this document? 


ез == you knew him? 

I knew him slishtly. І saw him at this conference, 

He was present at the conferc.:e? 

I had him come to tell him that I wished this type of people, 

9 Now, you dealt in economic matters with the various occupied countries 

through Reichskommissers? 

I testified the other day thau the various Reichskomnissears 
follow my economic principles, 

Anc were to report to you on economic matters? 

Not about all of then, only insofer as they coincided with my prin- 
ciples or touched upon my principles, 

And who was your Reichskonmissar in Poland? 

Reichskommissar in Bland -- there was none, There was a General Govern 
and he was Dr, Frank, 


Q And who was the ieichskommiss:r in the Netherlands? 
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reichskommissar for Holland was Dr, Seyss-Inquort, 
Who was the Reichskommissar f r Norway? 

In Norway the Gauleiter Terboven was Reichskommissar, 
Terboven — he was also а Gauleiter you say? 

He was Gauleiter at Essen, 


Q You appointec him to Norway с” attained his appointment? 


А I сіс not appoint him for Norvay because that was beyond му juris- 


diction nor did I have him appointed, I did not contradict his appointment in 


any way but I considered him competent fcr the position of Reichskomuissar, 
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Апа he was there from 1:10 until 1:15, 
I believe that is correct, 
Now, I will ask : to have you shown Document R-13h, communication 
Terboven to уси, 
(The document was handed to the witness). 
That is a communication of the lst Ма 942, is it not? 
I noted the date, yes. 
Апа that reports to you as follows, does it not -- it 
dressed tc as Reichsm^rshall, "My esteemed Reichsmarsiall", is that 
right? 
Yese 
Omitting the first paracrap less y Y o five it, "Several 
days ago on an island west of Bergen we ha flushed out а Norwegian 
sabotage unit which was trained by the Secret Service, and have found 


that during this, extensive stores of sabotare instruments, 
of a new kind, mong which poison and bacteria can 
which so far as they are known have been forwarded tc 


Main Office for closer examination, Bes 


unit was to begin with their sabotase work with the explosive devices of 


a sample is available on Sola and Herdla. This can be constructed 


from fine written directives. Since it must be assumed that similar 
way on air fields of the remainine Eur pean coast, and 
means of sabotage actually unknown until now is in qucsticn 
here, I forward it to you by the fastest me: 1 `дег to hive you the 
opportunity to be е to 1 e the appropriate warning order. Unfor- 
tunately, two especially deserving -fficers f the Security Police were 
killed in the fight azsinst the sabota е unit. We buried them this morning 


at about 1000 hours in the Heroes! С metery in Веггеп On the sam 


ene day 


е day 
and at the same hour eighteen N rwègians were shot cn my order, 

had been captured some time previously in the attempt to Бо to England 
illegally. Also, on the same cay, the entire community which сгапфеа a 
hiding place to the sabotage unit wes burned dowm and the population was 
‘ерогфе9» All males were sent to a German concentration camp without their 


families receiving any notification about ite The women were sent to a 
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female forced-labor camp in Norway and the children not capable of working 
to a children's home. Heil Hitler} Yours obediently, Terbovens" Is 
that correct? 
in the lett of which I have just seen a сору» 
Terboven rerrined after that report until 1945, didn't he? 
That's correcte 
Now, later in the same year, 1912, you adopted very similar 
reported by Terhoven to ycu, did you not? 
I did not understand the questicn. 
Well, ум adopted Inter in the samo year the same 
Terboven, didn't you,in substance? 
I -- where? 
Well, I will as} 2% you be shown Document 172.25. 
(Document 0,5,2, 789, handed to the witness). 
this is a decree of Oct-ber, 1918, by Gocrin:. 
follow 
"Simultanecusly with the intensified combatting of 
the Fuehrer ene the cleanine uo of 
* the irmy Group Midd 
into consideration and that the deductions drawn therefrom are 
practices 
"One, curin; the combatting of the Underwround and the ccmbing 
ugh of thc areas contaminated by them, all available cattle stock there 
г be driven off to safe area Food sup.lies are to 
bed and protected similarly, 
accessible to the bands, 
2cond, all m^seuline an? feminine Labor which can 
force and transpo to the 
who will then employ them in 
dati.n of the children 
camps is 
right? 
We werc concerned with those areas of vands, and 
man could demand of me thet I leave foodstuffs and cattle for the bands 


herrassec j^ tremendously апа 





Lu 


bands =. those people who r2 prht have been used if banc activity had to be taken 
Е 上 › v 


20-March-4-19-1-10 


into regions which were assur.d us anc had to be used for manpower, I would like 
to emphasize that this is an absolute necessity of life, for the security of 
the fi htinz forces, But I would like to emphasize again that you said I de 
creel the same which you reac from the letter of Terboven, I cid not ask vil- 
lages to be fired, І cic not ask for the shooting of hostages. We are concerned 
with two diametrically opposed matters, 
n You simply meant as to men anc women anc children, anà moved them out, 
By May of 1944 your problem in the loss of fighter aircraft and fighter 


personnel was 


a 


Q On the 19th of i^y, 1944, ac а conference in your office, on the 


subject of fighter aircraft and the losses of fighter personnel, dic you not? 
Yes, 

0 And you have been shown the minutes of that meeting and authenticated 
them, your interrogations? 

А It is not minut;s of the conference, It is 2 summary of a meeting 
which took place in two cays anc it is summarize in just a few sentences, 

I will ask to have you shown Docu:ent 1-166. It is entitled, "iost 
Secret Document," isn't it? 
That is correct, 

Q and it is also ertitlec, "Minutes of conference cn firhter aircraft 
with the Reichsmarshal on the 15th and 16%һ of Мау, 1944," that is correct, too, 
is it not? 

No, they are netic 5 to А conversation, about fighter aircraft 
discussion, 
Notices, you translate it notices? 
Notes, Notes of conference on fighter aircraft, Lasting two days, 
And at first Generel Gallant described in detail the situation regard- 
;jhter personnel, that took place, didn't he, and reviewed the 
Yese 


\ reviewed the losses? 


And then he reviewed at some length under Iten 2, "Remedial lieasures," 
right? 
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A According to the notes, yes, but whether that actually took place I 
cannot 
Q This conference took place, сійп!+ it? 
Absolutely, yes, For two days, 
Anc under Item 3 General Gallant made certain proposals, cid he not? 
Yes, 
Anca then after considerable discussion General Schmidt made certain 
proposals, Items 12 and 13, is that risht? 
А It must have been so, It is so accorcing to the notes, 
You recommended a conference between the chief of the General Staff 
anc аз the chief of artillery as soon as possible, did you not? 
A Yes, 
9 And General Schmidt's recommendations anc requests appear in Item 14 
2 16 and 17 anc 18? 


3 


iced, "The Reichsmarshal decides that only the three 


groups of the fighter squadrons can remain in the rank by the drafting of those 


pilots and planes operationally fit in accordance with orders already given," 
That occurred, cid it not? 

Yes, operationally, 

Then "the Reichsmarshal wishes the testing of defense ond dispersal 
measures on low level attock on air fields causing consicerable loss in рег- 
sonnel and material." No. 19, That occurred, cid it not? 

Yes, 

Item 20 reacs, "The Reichsmarshol will propose to the Fuchrer that 
american and English crews who shoot indiscriminately at times moving civilian 
planes or parachuting soldiers will be shot immediately on the scene of action," 
Have I correctly read that? 

It says so here. And I objected at once at that tine that this was 
not correct; from the whole connection of these notes, 1921, this pa 
no connection, but beyond that the expression "parachuting soldiers!" is entirely 
nisleacing and is not properly used, 

I contemplated for a long time as to how this expression 
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got into the notes, which I never saw, which was, how it could get ints a 
summary of two days' activity, ond could explain it only in thet I referred 
or pointed out that we could gather from other testimony that the Fuehrer 
could have given a directive in this respect, that there must be а mis tike, 


R 


ichsmarshall will wish to propase to the Fuchrer, but that I 


т, 


the Fuchrer had any such intention. But about this we would 
have to talk to and have to consult the author ‹ hese notes. Мо other point 


ined in the notese Even the next print is entircly different. 


nnocti oni is coherent, but this one point 


no thing that y 


which I have just read you, 
within л week by the order, 73 5 was it 
which roads The Fuch ho endered tho 
measures to be taken arainst AngloeAmerican air crews in nstanocs: 


A D >. 


Down C a үй 1. м 1 - a S 0 d DE 5 ^ ae ү! 1 th ut 


JACKSON: I did not, but perhaps f the record it ought 

in full. 
"Chicf of the Command Staff of the Armed Forces, 
direct drafting of orders  (Warlimont).e К (Keitel), deputy chief of staff 
г the armed forces. Must go to Reichsfushrer SS. After п report 
following 
hink the next line is not in the original -- "th hrer has 

followinz decision in regard to measures to be taken acninst Anclo-Amceriean 
air crews in special ance Downed enemy airmen ^ro to be shot without 
court martinl edinns in tho following instances: Опо, in the cvent 
shooting of our own downed airman while they are parachuting to earth; second, 


event of aerial attacks upon German planes which have mado emergency 
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landings and whose crews are in the immediate vicinity; third, in the event of 
attacks upon railway trains engaged in public transportation; fourth, in the 
event of low-level aerial attacks upon individual civilians, farmers, workers, 
single vehicles and so forth." 

there is а note on that, "In the event of low-level aerial attacks 


vilian population, single civilian vehicles and so forth," is there 
э o ЕД 


Ае Here weapons which were on board == something is crossed 
there nre some whi I cannot read, which sre written up aboy 
the expression sinpli mes," the word civilian, to point 2, it says; I 


would have some doub р: that, thet the destruction of an emergency -- 


he 4 T 十 了 £ E ^ As c6 , 一 y Y me . As ‚ а ^ 
Рог the дев cti г а plane whi las made an emergency ing is not 


"Jp Аай Tt; 


JACKSON: I think that is 


if documents 
Justice 
matter 


you remember saying that? 
5 


accurate knowledres; not accurate 


knowledge =- that I received accurate knowledre. 


Qe Let me quote your own words, as they were taken down, "I know this 


incident very complstely, very minutely, but it came t^ my attention unf^rtu- 


Y 


nately at a later period 


£01 
OKLA 





V ТТ 


of time." That is what you said the other day, is that rich 


А Yes, that is what I meant, that I knew the incident but heard of it 
much later, 

Q You told t e Tribunal that you were on leave at this time, in the 
last period of Warch, 1911, is that right? 


т 


А Yes, as far as I was on leave in March up until just afew days 
before Easter. 

Q Апа you said, "as I can prove." І want you to tell the Tribunal 
the dates of your leave. 

А Т wish to say again that all of March, according to my definate 
memory, is part of this leave, and for that proof I would like to mention 
the people who were present or who accompanied me on this leave, 

Q What I want to know is, where yu were on leave. 

A Here, in the vicinity of Nurnberc, 

vere within easy reach of the telephone from the Air 

вес, irom Breslau, if you were wanted? 

accessible by phone if sone:ne 
communicate with me. 
I want you to help me with revard to one or two other 
which you have spoken. You Say you heard one or two days later about this 
you not about t 

shocting fo ne moment, I want to make it quite 
that you heard about the actual escape one or two авуз after it happened? 
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I heard this throuch 


А np 


2 


с Sc 
i) 1 


A 


Tos, that! 


T 


can't toll you exactly 


I 


large escapes had taken 
adjutant. 


I want you t: 


return from leave your 


your chbf of staff? 


Tapy 
а Sort 


an 
214 


G 


oral 


rna 
со 


оп 


ec 
АЭ 


an you tell us the дг 


N^ 
iJ 


my chief of staff lator, 


to tell 


TR - 4^ ۹ 
hab Was t iC 


i cannot toll 


Seon at 


an inte 


I talked with 


105, 


n 
с. 


Can ycu fix that? 


Of course T cannot 


ond at my first opportunity after 


about it. 


r adjutant e 


hte There h 


I cannot tell you that exactly. Aboy 


HEN 


v^ 
m 


of your adjubant or fre 


e 
> 


A 


eU? 
Ceol. 


ча 


icther it is fron this can 


4, 


heard of then thr ugh chmnels t: the 


2, Dut seve* 


“г 
о 


ur 


communication to you? 


+471 


3 4 sA * р 
tneident T tall 


9? 


ut it prior to my sped 


chief 


А; 


11 л, 


Aui 


> 


March, wor 


n't it? 


Vine 


tho »oginning 


rTVlcwW 


ut this 


VÀ یلا‎ 


incident talked 


cec with 


‘with him, 


$ April or the first half of 


Himulor, 


T : 1 
е отг 
4 ӘС d 


to him 
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en!t fix the date 


1 
t $ 


tho intorviow with your chief 


6 roferring 


25 лаф 
ADDF ORIN „С 


Ihcther tho 26th 


8 1 9th 'annot tell 
or tho 20th or the 29th c : 


you. Рог the proof 


ассот 


ІаӢол! recal 


N H.A} onc e 
lorechtos:ra en, 


return to Bercht 


ysi er 


O1 novhero 
ut 
the 29th: 


xim 


Ho re. ы 1- Lp trant 
nootings of se officers went 


you know th 


HAE 
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I do not 1 s tha 


Q You may take that fron Lo, Decause there is an official report cf the 


shooting, anc і want to bo quite fair with youe Only forty-nine cf these 


officers w hot on dat a fa É. FT , cm А - 

icers were shot эп cates, as far as we can fix, the 6th of April, and one was 
M + 1 +1 19 i As . E 1.4 E 5 E 
shot either on the 13th of april or later, But the critical perice is the end 
of її 1 SHA wa mr Eo ud у ^ 
of March, and we nay take it you were baek fro: leave by abcut the 29th of 


AR. 
Marche 


u to tell the Tribunal this wa na 


Considered a natter of croat іпосгъапсе? 


important matter, 


inc hia a i We 4 -s 
— I bog his pardon == Fieldmarshal Milch 


rould require the hi 


Hitler's dacision that these 


this speech, I 


+7 Mant А 8 y 1 1 
11 the Tribunal just tho the versons in y 


ninistry involved w wi you thi i 
stry lved wer 1 will tell + us I think it would be shorter in the 
т ә; Axe ons < 
If you disagree you сап correct mo, 


Г Stalag Luft 3 was Oberst von Lindeiner of your 


but I cid not know these com 


£ 


ттл " s 
articular ro 7 u art: Yajinst him f ] 
| cular, There was a L arti against him for the свсарс» 


"^ А 4. 了 > 1 
connected with 


ига © ттүү an + } 
iow C ommandant Ol t б el and supp< 7 Д ] 1 1 
һе сам ia 4 Suppose you had tc review 
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anc confirm the »rocectines of tho Zontral Luftwaffen Gericht which convicted 


him and senteneed hin te a year's imprisomiont for neglect of duty. That would 
wouldn't it? Woule hat cone to you for rovion? 


year woul 


y 
У 


involvede One 


ike to certify, that the court 


procedures were nade for him because of norloct of duty. 


913, Inspectorate No, 17 had is interpcsed between the 
Luftwof ffo and the Department of the ОКИ, the Kricgsgefansenen Wesen; о you 
romerber that? 
А I do not k ow the details about inspections 


want to.ronind you of who your сип officers were. You understand, 


that your own officers are involved in this matter. I want to rem 


you who thoy Weree Маз the head of Inspectorate 17 Major General Grosch of the 


Luftwaffe? 


the luftvafice 
other day =- I am qu ting | your own words —- 


that you from information, you know this incident very ccmplotely and 


very minutely. You are now telling tho Tribunal you don't knew whether Major 


General Grosch was head of Inspectorate № of the Luftwaffe. 
the hich Tribunal that I know 
the incicent of the shooting of o air force officcrs and was advised 


but that has no comection with General Grosch and his inspectorate, for 


1 will just answer 


you гомотЪег 


the jeacers, 


underline agai: 30 that 1 тРиѕіоп will take 
this matter I meant that I knew how the decrece cane 
mow that for certaine But I did not m the complete 


л 
псогпоСе 


wosch, as head of Ins: »octorato 17, have tc roport to 


irector of operations at tho Luftwaffe Ministerium? 


ШШ 
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А That I cannot toll you without having the diagram of subordination 


before mee General Foorster was, I TR chief of the Luftwehr cr some 


Similar capacity in the ministry. In itsolf I did nct ccneern myself with 


these matters, because they were not practical, strategic, or of armament nature. 


It is entirely possible that Ве Selongec to this departments 


Q I put to уси quite shortly, and if you don't know I will leave it for 


the moment; Did you know that Major General Gracvonitz was head of the 


Defendant Keitel's department, the Kriegsgefangenen Wesen, that cealt with 


Graevenitz! name I just hoard about now, fcr this division had по 


direct touch with nce I cculd not Кто all of those папу military subloaccers 


nd their divisions and branches, 


So I take it that you cicn' know Colonel, now General, Westhoff, of 


the department under von Gracvonitz? 


^ 


А | General! Testhoff І never зам, and he did not belong to tho Luftwaffes 
thet von Graevenitz and Westhoff belonged to tho 


Luftwaffe. I wanted to make it clear that I was su ‘gesting they belonged to 


General Keitel's orcanization, 


I didn't know either; I did not mow the oir positi on or ra nk, 


Up to that time. you still had а considerable influence in the Reich, 


you? 


In this period of time, no longere Wo are concerned with 191 


at that time not at all, 


Q But you were still head of the Luftwaffe and head of tho Air Ministry, 


weren't you? 


Yes, I was that, 


ind you had, as head of tho Luftwaffe and head of the Air Ministry, 
been responsible for six prisoners of war camps for the whole of tho wer up to 


that time, hadn't you? 


I do not know, but I am responsible for those which belonged 


to my ministry. 


Q To the air force? 


А Those which belonged to the Luftwaffe and were subordinate to ite 
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Q You knew about the gencral plan for treatment cf prismers of war, 


— 


which we have had in ovidence as tho "Aktion Kugel" plan, didn't you? 


人 Чо I knew nothing of this acti: I was not advised of it. 


You were never advised of Aktion Kugel? 


Aktion Kugel was made Каста to ме fo r the first time here by the 


cocument and the oxprossio: N did an officor of the Luftwaffe ever 


of such, and o not 5olievo that any officer was ever transported 
This report was nover ° »resontod to ме, in any event, 


J 


You know what Aktion Kugel was, that escaped officers and noncommissicn- 


officers, other than British and American, w inded cver to the 


taken to Mauthausen, where wey shot by the device of having 
a gun concealed in the moasuring equipment when the thought they were getting 
thoir prison clothes. You know what Aktion Kugel is, don't you? 


I heard of it here, 





mmie 


åre you telling the Tribunal thet you didn't know that escaped prison- 
ers of war who were picked up by the police were retained by the police and 
taken to Mauthausen? 

A No, I cic not know that, On the contrary, on occasions when escape 
happened through му camps the escapees were returned by the police to the Camps, 
anc this was the first case in which it did not take place completely, 

Q But üidn't you know that Colonel Welder, as second in command of your 
ministry's inspectorate цес a written order a month before this, in February 

oners of war picked up by the Luftwaffe should be delivered back 
to their camp, and prisoners of war picked up by the police should be held by 
them and no longer counted as being uncer the protection of the Luftwaffe; 
didn't you know that? 

Please ask this colonel to testify so we can determine whether 
he ever made a report of that nature to me, 

Q Well, of course I can't tell whether your ministry wos well run or not, 
But he certainly issued the order, bee^use he says 


A Then he mus from whom he receivec this 


І see, Wel ne says that he issued this roer, and you know as well 


4. Y 


prisoncrs of wor is а thing that you have got to be careful about, 
because you have rot а Prote з Power that investicates any complaint, and 
you never cenow | the ention and you had 2 Protecting Power in these 
matters all throuzh the war, hac you not? That is right, isn't it? 
That is correct, But I just wanted to know who gave him this order, 
whether he received this order from me, 
Q Well, he wouldn't get it Cireet from you. dontt think you had ever 
met him, had He woul! get it from Iicutenant General Grosch, wouldn't he? 
A T hen Grosch would have to say whether he had received an order like 
from ше, I never Gave "n orcer like that, 
Q I see, So you say that you had never heard == this was three and a 
half years after the beginning of the war —— an you had never heard that any ese 
cape’ prisoners of war were to be ec over to the police, 5 that what you 


ssk the Tribunal to believe? 
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А Аз far as escaped prisoners of war are concerned, who had committed 
offenses, these, of course, were turned over to the police, I believe, But 
because of an attempt at escape, and just because of an attempt at flight they 
were hanced over to the police or to a concentration camp or that an orcer of 
that nature wag given, I wish to certify that I neither knew of this or that T 
ever gave an order of this ki ind, 
Q This is my last question: I want to make it quite clear, witness, 

hat I am referring to those who had escaped, who had got away from the confines 
of the camp and were recaptured by the police, Didn't you know that they were 
handed over to the police? 


А No, Only if they hac committed crimes like а murder, and tha و‎ of 


course, took place at times, 
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